[ltem# 46 |

SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT:_Contracts and Purchasing

DEPARTMENT: Fiscal Services DIVISION:_Purchasing and Contracts Division

AUTHORIZED BY:_ Lisa H. Spriggs CONTACT:_Ray Hoop k EXT. 7111

Agenda Date_4/26/2005 Regular <] Consent[ | Work Session[ ] Briefing [ ]
Public Hearing — 1:30 [ ] Public Hearing — 7:00 [_]

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:

BACKGROUND:

INVITATIONS FOR BID

46 | Approve the Ranking List, and Authorize Negotiations on DB-608-04/AJR —
Lake Mary Blvd. Pedestrian Overpass to Finfrock, of Apopka, FL at an
estimated cost of $2,878,091.00.

Reviewed by:
Co Atty:
DFS:
Other:
DCM: -~
cMm:

¢
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INVITATIONS FOR BID

46. Approve the Ranking List, and Authorize Negotiations on DB-608-
04/AJR - Lake Mary Blvd. Pedestrian Overpass to Finfrock, of Apopka,
FL at an estimated cost of $2,878,091.00.



B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL

ALL SUBMITTALS ACCEPTED BY SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE SUBJECT TO THE COUNTY'S

TERMS AND CONDITIONS AND ANY AND ALL ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
TABULATION SHEET SUBMITTED BY THE PROPOSERS ARE REJECTED AND SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND
EFFECT. PS DOCUMENTS FROM THE PROPOSERS LISTED HEREIN ARE THE ONLY
NUMBER: DB-608-04/AJR SUBMITTALS RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF THE ABOVE OPENING DATE AND TIME. ALL
OTHER PS DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE
TITLE: Lake Mary Blvd. Pedestrian Overpass HEREBY REJECTED AS LATE.
PAGE: 1of1
OPENING DATE: December 01, 2004 TIME: 2:00 P.M. °
RESPONSE -1- RESPONSE -2- RESPONSE -3- RESPONSE -4-
FINFROCK LEWARE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY THE MIDDLESEX CORPORATION SOUTHLAND CONSTRUCTION, INC.
2400 APOPKA BLVD. 925 THOMAS AVE. 10801 COSMONAUT BLVD. 172 WEST 4™ STREET
APOPKA FL 32703 LESSBURG FL 34748-3628

407-293-4000 — PHONE
407-297-0512 - FAX
WILLIAM A. FINFROCK, P.E.

WILBUR SMITH ASSOCIATES
3535 LAWTON ROAD #100
ORLANDO FL 32803
407-896-5851 — PHONE
407-896-9165 — FAX

HUGH D. RONALD, P.E.

CONCEPTUAL DRAWING /PRICE PROPSED
$2,878,091.00

352-787-1616 — PHONE
352-787-3161 ~ FAX
ANDREW M. CLARK

KEITH & SCHNARS PA

6500 NORTH ANDREWS AVE
FT LAUDERDALE FL 33309-2132
800 488-1255- PHONE

954 771-7690 - FAx

CONCEPTUAL DRAWING /PRICE PROPSED
$3,489,000.00

ORLANDO FL 32824
407-206-0077 — PHONE
407-206-3558 — FAX
ALFRED APONAS

APOPXA FL 32703
407-889-9844 - PHONE
DANIEL L. CARR

DYER, RIDDLE, MILLS & PRECOURT, INC.
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, INC. | Lucius J. CUSHMAN, JR., PE

200 EAST ROBINSON STREET, SUITE 1560
ORLANDO FL 32801

407-422-8062 — PHONE

KEN HOOPER

CONCEPTUAL DRAWING /PRICE PROPSED
$3,866,500.00

RESPONSE —5-

WELBRO BUILDING CORPORATION

2301 MAITLAND CENTER PARKWAY, SUITE 250
MAITLAND FL 32751

407-475-0800 - PHONE

407-475-0801 — FAX

STEVEN S. DAVIS

VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.
DALE CROSBY

Tabulation by: Amy Rossi, CPPB — Sr. Contacts Analyst

Posted: March 17, 2005, 8:00 am

Evaluation Meeting: December 15, 2004 at 3:30pm; 520 West Lake Mary Blvd. Sanford in the Lake Jesup Conference Room
Short Listed Firms: FINFROCK, LEWARE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, SOUTHLAND CONSTRUCTION, INC. ~ STAGE 2 SHALL BE DUE ON MARCH 2, 2005 (LETTER FOR DIRECTION WILL FOLLOW)
Evaluation Meeting: March 16, 2005 at 10:00am; 520 West Lake Mary Blvd. Sanford in the Lake Jesup Conference Room

Recommendation of Award: FINFROCK (BCC Date: April 26, 2005)




Prepared by:

Finfrock
&
Wilbur Smith Associates

Price $2,878,091.00






Prepared by:

Southland Construction, Inc.
‘ &
Dyer, Riddle, Mills & Precourt, Inc.

Price $3,866,500.00
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Prepared by:

Leware Construction Company
&
Keith & Schnars PA

Price $3,489,000.00



Prepared by:

Leware P
‘Ionstmction SR§z KEITH and SCHNARS, PA.
Company  “mgF ENGINEERS - PLANNERS - SURVEYORS




Final Evaluation Sheets

Technical
Recommendation

March 16, 2005



DB-608-04/AJR Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass
Evaluation Committee Award Recommendation Rankings

A. Ayash D. Fisher G. Johnson A. Khoury [J. McCollum _ [K. Myer Total Points
Finfrock 1 3 1 2 2 1 10
Leware Construction 2 2 3 3 3 2 15
Southland Qonstruction 3 1 2 1 1 3 11
Firm Rank
Finfrock 1

Southland Construction

Leware Construction




Fee Schedule Evaluation for DB-608-04/AJR

FINFROCK
LEWARE
SOUTHLAND

$2,878,091.00
$3,489,000.00
$3,866,500.00

Evaluation Points
Max 25

25

20.5

18.5

Score 0-100
100.00
82.00

74.00



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: SOUTHLAND (DRMP)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: . th (J\ o

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) 59

/‘L/r,imv@’(’,a(r Lot (’ -:f:' iz /’,{' f j“’-*"* “4

[SIAREN (RS /,; ol p=S T w U’ /Louw ,rww @ewff:c.,

[Yiss1Te ) st mvaﬁ mu(/ V. lead — yme AT
dé”ov‘ft/ocan clontd . 3 Score_ci0.3
Ned oz /z/f7 e fl= D/?_,/ il s

s 7 (0-100)

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) <5
/{/ﬁ//h [P \/,L(,/(j, o o2 4
Score 5
(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 18.5
$3,866,500.00
Score _74
(0-100)
229.5/3
Total Score 79.9 (0-100) Ranking 2

Q)

%\;’D

=794



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FINFROCK (Wilbur Smith)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: I iz~
T T

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80—-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be accéptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) 55

- A PO -/
(\7\/’\@( R /‘\/_Q—‘ / / il ALt T / [ [
Lz herle 4
ﬂ Ce 7 = 254 AR
"Mff) /4&’«5 i Lo Score %4 {
/ (0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) /O
L Rahle = gl
ngf/g// Orf~ 75 ( 5 nn ;)
Score /00
(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 25
$2,878,091.00
Score 100
(0-100)
. 2046 /2
Total Score 949 (0-100) Ranking /

Qo



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: LEWARE (K&S)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: \1 NEAS

Describe strengths, w'eaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria; Technical Proposal (65%) 5 7

[ovoas b il ?)0?’6(“ [+
4@«/0 /9 ("Q}! Vo ot // “ s ,*77 /\/7 Ao /// O e C»/' e / 7 A/b(‘w s f_/’,
/J///Mz’// 7 T Al

Dl s e St Hea kT 67}’”'"'5"* Score —%—(O 1003

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) €.5

Murd b Rl os — Jeant 06 //ffﬁ’\)
ﬁ/ﬂd/"/‘\ = /(—/7)

F//mﬁm ot By
Score 65
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 20.5

$3,489,000.00

Score _82.00_
(0-100)

W47 - euq

Total Score o9 (0-100) Ranking &

Qo



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: SOUTHLAND (DRMP)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: AL491 A \/f?’ffg

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 —89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

Exrelleni olesian

‘Score' 7 4

(0—1 00)
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%)
/5 pApns < KolirLe.
Score 73
(0-1 OO)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%)_18.5
$3.866,500.00
Score 74
(0-100)

Total Score Z61 (0-100) Ranking ___9.__—
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DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: LEWARE (K&S)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ALAW //,"VA—;#

Describe strengths, wéaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70—-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

EX&/[&V%’.?L /){'VJJL?M ‘/mw r'/k&'«!'ﬂ'?i?/m oanl £ (*%y'..« u‘?{ﬂ??

Score 7:2

(0-100)

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%)

14 ey  Stheante.

Score _Q‘?L

(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (256%) 20.5

$3,489,000.00

Score_82.00
(0-100)

Total Score 255 (0-100) Ranking ___Z 7

O\D?{U



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
~ Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FINFROCK (Wilbur Smith)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ___// 47/ A5 L%

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria; Technical Proposal (65%)

e Yeive  Perian [ iivar covings
- /Z*My/!um'!'/v Brumrenees .{. ~

:Z-‘X/ﬂ(/x.v;;‘,ﬁ!:.
Score ﬁ 'z
(0-100)

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%)

£ e cBadnli ] G ofecdive

A v 7
vy luw At enance  cttumrdure.,

Score _Q’é'_

(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 25
$2.878.091.00 e ;{/QM
Score 100 _
(0-100)
Total Score Z ?ﬂ (0-100) Ranking __i___

/
e



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: SOUTHLAND (DRMP)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: //H /<

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) gg’ = /S

D(;QB/@JJ DQ/‘/‘AQ/‘/\ QQ()/\ T im*r%’f' . 9‘/0}52/7,/1:’/ by nt 9‘5« P ,/'/7'//” ; i
/{L{Ap/\l\ﬂ[/‘z ALlan pé@:«!&ﬁaﬁ/f gu/lg[)?’? L 4&/{“[}6 < Z’w\/uw,,

%5(1’&{2} » ‘ \\?‘4 £ Ac-«——' ; qur;! 'A ’f Mh}}‘ ﬁﬁ.’g’)@ FYATH i’”r«{ 5 im’«" {uﬂ/‘
¢ “"Score “p

p \
f . gtgyi
Pl inds M}LN AR %p " (b oot (0-100)

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) (6)

Y | .
<~

Score Z @
(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 18.5
$3.,866,500.00
Score 74
(0-100)

Total Score (0-100) Ranking

5



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: LEWARE (K&S)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /A#Il/{

Describe strengths, wéaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 —89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-179 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

R4

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) {,\ ('}

. ’ '
N » A - - e ’ i : o :
M Sepe s | ,LL,’}]_'%} in &@"W{}’) ‘_:‘)%’}”.,0 / ﬁ(;\ Hioar , O*DD/A(,HK\D
V/lﬁ:fi}\l}u\ flﬁ&/} . i\}?}-’f" oo {ﬁJ?r;,.%_‘_:/’{' Qi’?éﬁa.{:\,_&a i,VLQ!M '

Score /0

2 { (0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) 6‘ R . \
?"/ﬂ@lf?’bgw o0 Lonts (140 fn oy,

[4]

Score _&7

(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 20.5

$3,489,000.00

Score _82.00
(0-100)

Total Score (0-100) Ranking




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FINFROCK (Wilbur Smith)

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: {&

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) L/% ‘7

Lore D Goars s b 600 Coenfy Lonmts B2 ﬁﬁ*l”ﬂéf)l’;ru:m : /,J ?/ S

/Qm.hnl) ; ﬂj\/ﬂ”ﬂrf‘m 17S Qf,&;,», u'fl %W//wf (hu., ZM n' 2124
o Voo Al NN agtma (':/ﬁ‘uﬂ %7—;(/1 ,»’2‘4

//ﬁ)/‘/\»?m JQ/J 7'}?1‘ )!“?r‘;;u
0 DAt m GREL s m{’/@g/ o, j,m Score 15
S v ,u,z Y0 (0-100)

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) [0
Tx. A h, A Taank -3 Wwﬁb
— =

Score {ﬁ-‘ﬁ

(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 25

$2,878.091.00

Score _100
(0-100)

Total Score __(0-100) Ranking




DB-608-04/AJR ~ CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: SOUTHLAND (DRMP)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: J ey W\ c Co !(\«w\
/

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment. :

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings

90 - 100

80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 /Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

S

Ouere N Qw‘fs’ramiwj)(_;,)

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

G—“(-/{Fﬂ)J~-—~q‘ 4\\ \\53"\{). )/\/\_kxm"‘c_-\.z__(\_

\/,(lf\x, GU""\:7\(+‘( W -~
N L spe~ se s vel b e, C_Jecde NY | Mo o el

1

N ST S § «— <L ‘-L&{‘v < 3 @f‘ e o OCOTe 90 =Y . ]
ﬁvo%‘/uf~7 V\J-c—c, Cr b (0_100-) _
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) :
DT,'L“\-.«\_’&-J\ OA /V\fx_tr\-—c\yr"%-t/\y .f”"‘-" L" _
{S- Y—c3- f(/kt '&\.\o -~ ! \9(’_»;, j 00;‘( ‘S-'Q'Lw‘-e(»-kf

H <

3

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 18.5

$3.866,500.00 |
: | ~ ’ ‘ ‘3.5
Prs A trevad A=A ‘iﬁJ‘rv‘or |

Score 74

‘ (0-100)
Total Score (? 5\5 0 (0-100) Rankin@'




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FINFROCK (Wilbur Smith)

\)e‘rf‘;j \'I\/\.C, Cc\\[\uw\

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

assessment.

INSTRUGCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) 3o er o\ 5 co A+

C oueved AU rechnell Jssee) g A W~'V\-‘M-?*~°A

!\MT e b +s A'ﬂ\Ae.\'L N ‘*V\ce/g Sb‘-\c\a\ l‘v"*.put-“(“J o,._.L
ety e 2omed, Pesiltids Ay not  veflocts
g e £ bowre A ey~ 5 et amca Score 78 ' S0.7T )

(0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) :
EXC‘CI‘H"\‘{" Sck‘-'(.-LQ_ C——k— v cll . Ov(r\r—(‘ ' ~—~e

6 wnoj- - Do~ qm:-e,_;\“-c:-\ as YO

cc,[QthA .

Clime ‘r_ €

Score 10 D,_QJ

(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 25

$2.,878,091.00
PT‘t itﬁf"\——-v——/\ Do~ 4o S__}h»-l_\.c\
‘ Score 100 Lg)
477

(0-100)

Total Score 84‘70 (0-100) Ranking 2 l 84 © ) |




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass =

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: LEWARE (K&S)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment. '

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
70-179 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable
Y . o
Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%) Ve G ook C_ )

B'CV’V’}I é/"k-c.coi Q LAY

Coutex A e\\ e QL\W-cL\ Sriwe )
o Pty v Araeo L T~ee § 5 e fet,
Cmn~ v = ) J v L»J \\S/) — ) \J/‘t\\, Jy oo Z«{
cectatcs dhavw rHoly e Scofe &2
' (0-100)

Criteria: Comp!eti_on Time and Process (10%)

Ve~ <, ﬂ.ov!/LC")_r&‘\'C {\.\L —x/kw gt 1)

Score O
. (0+100)

Criteria: Price Proposal {25%) 20.5

$3,489,000.00

P""l—ﬂ %r'**——;-’& 'l/)\r-'v/‘ o ‘5_‘--LV’~""'\¢{

(0-100)

Total Score 8 V.8 - (0-100) Ranking@,

Score _82.00_

~

o U —~ = W-_'Z—Q—YL

$%. 0




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: SOUTHLAND (DRMP)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Dﬂ gﬁ’ e

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

Very éimeAiﬂ tf»—d\wyr pf TR EQRY, MET iRk seecvrmat
Ciy SHPEE  ©  AJELY pgentenc, Ew NICE, BACAENSE, Coad
a»nc‘ cfim ed &M&l/vw\r [l & Neje( &.J\ 1% dcnn?hh_qu 7

el ecc§n Res 6F Ao ly. Seme  Ascushed Score 8.
o Ma FN T8 o CFE Ay (tl».@(ldﬂf APPSO (0- 00 o v,
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%) ¥#3% Wk grerey A M(,S et ),
1S paentd o ol e, {ECT 06). AT\T- 92 Ooastvyenesr  \adb) wi
T (ed T e o meeting srpdter cetbed Jlo., PESPETLE
legna «ghe peeens  Cpeb Wi o plxing J0s. {20k~
i ) < , fro€) 0B
* Srea <l
Score@[& Quting,
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 18.5

$3,866,500.00

Score 74
(0-100)

Total Score @f (0-100) Ranking |




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FINFROCK (Wilbur Smith)
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Drf é%'[—}\%t/

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

cvete da ek ageliadhats, vy denied

Moluze Agssecwelly  yeeve
Caontriy Q(ué nd . Notef

vaeld pec b g doed b & Linar Mo, G
N prief Scigemvle ﬁw/\ Oy Voriene OPT. 8EAT \n T 0 JECT.
Torp\ precnss Easvuoried S¥vid WELP i@  Score 'm/cir)"
v g Cemplamad. ManTi~ O ppPShry pinimd] . (0100
PO N0 SABTE U HETWE  AZS5 T IRNE ﬁ:icg?

Criteria; Completion Time and Pyocess (10%)

EAST 0o Mg AvucTlen /Prz’.«m\ w1 scledilz. frodizer prvecd &
fpﬁvvlvﬂ(f/hlﬂ s dC’T’ 6< P(ffmv\"ﬂhﬁ 5&\—(—@0‘/@ M \g V‘cf"l
A\MA»TL?L{( ACh~  SFAuy (&) 62 @/\'\MWU/]’Y\/M TR 53’3

Score _“’(i/ a.5
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 25

$2,878,091.00

Score 100
(0-100)

Total Score 80 (0-100) Ranking__ 2




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: LEWARE (K&S)
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 2] Fssee

Describe strengths, wéaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

70-79
60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

Nicg  dguizne ok, Cleen Lules, le-in I\HOQ—(/MI il Sehief P |
bt smre IS poute s g . D \or er discussizo me\z/
pOT_MenTI4Y  WHTETHRR 3\%3‘7

Vv ing %Sifal/L&\w Gor C\%,:{;) DJG\

W it M §TReZ T pusCuy  dESTREN O, Score z

orritoance vhs dscwsed od Skl sz mamdl. (0-100)
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%)
b mena _(WMVF‘\ Y4 Con S vinaf é’ror’a%‘-
Sertng aumtne. G Qvlihq Crmol, pEan Sete ad psbln

lenyy omz 8.
Score 5@%6
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 20.5

$3,489,000.00

Score _82.00
(0-100)

a0 s (0-100) Ranking __2—

Total Score




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: i=BigeRE=teasy §OOTHL4ND/DQMP

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 5&1/&/ Tohuesen

Describe strengths, wéaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

Mw//-/&mmA/Zrza/mm SQL//l - /QCQYZM/ Mf!aﬂéauéru (/Ué

Brio L d
@4/6?4' geve s app - In‘kn/ewea/ LM, mff;tca&
aesHu ch[}:.! Cmucs +¢w+ corth archifectom /sy,Score ((5;0100)

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%)

NTP 7La (‘o-un/&é’aL 5 mouM_r

CPI schodole w/@o/ Adedsils

Score 8O
(0-100)

Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 20.5

$3,489,000.00

Score 82.00

(0-100)

Total Score 0.5 (0-100) Ranking __ 2

52



DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

wm) LEwnArE/1KES

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME:

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ (50 y Johucon

‘Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

M ;LecA/m/%e.ﬂzb C/s[-v }‘7&// C'°MP/CK fo canlrﬂ/ uws‘ll él)se)/g%ﬂbbﬂ/

Good, 4/&411/ [/ w/ : Ry
5‘7&; 4Wc @,4 e o//rcum 0in éu + Coml@rtﬁo.m.f/lv A&é&/t’/ P/én_/_n_.fecé
M&ssfue &(eé?ﬁ‘n ca /20/62740;« su&w/ﬁé/ Score (0'71% 0) 49

Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%)

CPM schodule SO dacss

A/a nancﬁMScurS‘ron n/ Pl s dd b

Score /o2 A

(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 18.5
$3,866,500.00
Score 74
(0-100)

Total Score '74 (0-100) Ranking 3




DB-608-04/AJR — CONCEPTUAL DRAWING EVALUATION
Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FINFROCK (Wilbur Smith)

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: éd/s{ :]—’@Lm.fan

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
6069 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. Criteria: Technical Proposal (65%)

Lt flowt proposal ool detole oo process Fvafhe codl 24/ e
Copnpre howcore 4mrm£1 - /hc/ude: con S'cézm{u/ e b cgms pLeforte c/

7 "SZ’,Z"’!"‘ Yy ’ S T
Aes: s of 1 " toky of: Lot core 70 .
o/mﬁa«ag/m, f L’;«. of lobetla™™ oy 52
Criteria: Completion Time and Process (10%

/O/‘eag;/ (on.s‘xéﬂ.loléd?ﬂ = vSAa/?{&/ Vé’;!d D‘éjgmt
~Stort aud aé-n./':ly donm; o e
- NTFP —5506,,4,,,45/ wmaé?éﬂ = Srmonths

loooel descriphen of precess.
a 4l Score 72 4
(0-100)
Criteria: Price Proposal (25%) 25
$2.878.091.00 Mot Dor_cotibied precartpbont (Per)
No /m[néulfgfaﬂz
Score _100 25

(0-100)

Total Score 92,5 (0-100) Ranking




Initial Evaluation Sheets
Shortlisting

December 15, 2004



PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
SEMINOLE COUNTY

LFLORIDAS NATURAL CHOICE

ENGINEERING DIVISION
MEMORANDUM
TO: Amy J. Rossi, CPPB
FROM: Alan Ayash, P.E., Principal Engine
THRU: Jerry McCollum, P.E., County Engine
DATE: December 16, 2004
SUBJECT: Justification of Design-Build Teams Short List

Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

The purpose of this memorandum is to report the recommendations of the evaluation committee that met
on December 15, 2004 at 3:30 PM.

Proposals from the following five firms were evaluated by the committee: Flnfrock Leware Construction
Company, The Middlesex Corporation, Southland Construction, Inc., Welbro’ Bwldmg Corporation. Three
firms were selected to do the stage two of the Design-Build process and are listed below in alphabetical

order:

The following matrix summarizes the attributes of each firm related to the specified project criteria:

“'Criteria e

Finfrock

Leware Construction
Comp.

. Southland Construction,

Inc.

 Financial * -~ - i

e w Addressed the
n(20%)
.+ | Financial Qualification.

requirements for

Addressed the
requirements for Financial
Qualification.

Addressed the
requirements for Financial
Qualification.

v 'Des:gn and
Constructl on

i Very good experience in
.| design-build projects.

| Design Firm has
) | pedestrian bridge
7| experience.

Very good experience in
design-build projects
including pedestrian
bridges with FDOT.

Have worked on county
projects. Good
construction experience.
Design Firm has
pedestrian bridge
experience.

| Very good management
nent | team. Very experience
tion (40%)

staff in pedestrian
| overpass design.

| Concentration on QC.

Good solid staff. Very
experienced staff in
design-build construction
and design.

Good solid staff. Very
experienced staff in
pedestrian overpass
design.

If you have any questions, please give me a cal! at extension 2090.

Signatures:

Jerry McCollum, P.E.
Antoine Khoury, P.

Kathleen Myer, P.Es

Copy: File

E

Alan Ayash, P.E:

Don Fisher

Gary Johnson, P.E.

520 West Lake Mary Boulevard Suite 200 Sanford FL 32773-7424 Telephone (407) 665-5674 Fax (407) 665-5789




Consultant Name Antoine Jerry Alan Don Gary Kathleen  Total

FINFROCK 3 3 3 5 1 2 17
LEWARE CONSTRUCTION 2 1 2 3 5 5 18
MIDDLESEX 4 4 5 4 2 3 22
SOUTHLAND 1 2 4 1 3 1 12
WELBRO BUILDING CORP 5 5 1 2 4 4 21
RANKING

SOUTHLAND 12 1

FINFROCK 17 2

LEWARE CONSTRUCTION 18 3



DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Lewa .

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: \54 A S L NN

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 —- 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

fﬂu"i’ FA e bo’\i - 2" & P
I

\I"“: coo A
{4

Score §0
(0-100) 74

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
Nuveveny B oA (hro-~) A 2 pc#( Bv-al;~,

KS \)n/‘-Jgs) L).‘,T e 9@{

Vex~ sood

Score KL 32, &
(0-100)
Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%) -
.G‘Do A (";') Cm Moy wetiu.de=) . "16__;;
N KS ~rLece
Score 7 ¢ 32
(0-100)

Total Score 30 (0-100) Ranking \




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: ool A

-

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: J{ v~ e Q\[ e~

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria; Financial Qualifications (20%)
S\ '\\-C ‘DOBA 2 S
J

Thel Po~d 754~ Yoy yeu o o
Scédre’ & U \6-
(0-100)

00

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%) _ . ; '
Jtrey Good  _des-r C(ORNP) oL cimptoet.ot( 5°—V“4)

]-‘!;..» p—&“t jOue—-:o»n v S or= Lo b el

7 ¥ ‘ |
A T
Score 7.0 Lt 312
(0-100)
Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%})
C}OO"’\- ‘%‘C&M '1"‘_ Cx A [&ah t A-c e ’\ —L
‘»J!BV\L—'—\ P'-/‘.&&‘vb.—:)k_\(n J 3 .
' 7 ¥
Score 7K
(0-1 00)

Total Score 7 75 . 4} (0-100) Ranking 2




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: _ - F‘ -~ ‘(ro <\

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __) - AT |

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria; Financial Qualifications (20%)

No X&m ferdd Lo -Q\)-c Y o s ]-‘!—,u(, | . v.ﬁw.“/k
SN 7S UPSS T Le& Foyn .
N s, cnad
rJ Score __§¢
(0-100) |6-0

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
€0 :“:& < e F"\"gfsau"\ “ Vertowa J Yrwvbove s
(N“ Pv—‘ Tf‘:f‘ .ﬁ'\ {fvv“) ‘m@gf:% Svgg.{f\‘,‘ ?'{:ﬂ-\ &'0:4{;@ i

' A'.-,-K.._l—‘n‘ Il des o 7 b\ A

7 v'-x.} €y Qﬂo‘ﬂ_ .
, F o
Score 50 3 1
(0-1 00)
Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)
Qi‘m 0‘\.« - L“Fmvgf S’z{' (/\./‘;L J\\»V,)—c?
5 30 o

Score 7.5
(0-100)

Total Score 7 8.0 (0-100) Ranking 3




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: M Adle sexc

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: >/ /»./, W L

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80-89 - Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

S' —*‘\.! e"'\« 203 !/’\ (."Js‘ ﬁo &b\ C"'\"-"\—"§'\~"
J R ' :

V‘C'\q QD"‘A
-

Score 0 \(.0

(0-100)

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
V T ] s - J\ T

A e o r:z}) ted ~ Rl (UC Cinn (A

Protew - 9 ped .
. NVlay - w® ‘\ \-\/\'e/\ V\\ ‘-—"u./‘& s
| ,, 32-9
Score ‘B.é
(0-100)
Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)
(90’0-"\. . L—o‘% u{' —p«:v\g 5 o Cry, Tl on ",
29 €

Score _ /4

(0-100) /
- Total Score 7% 6 (0-100) Ranking !




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: welbeo

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ Jerr /, Wae £\

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects. '
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

Jos v~ 5.»‘\)k.-e [2s YN Py b

‘V—‘('-\, < OQA .
77 score_8Y
(0-100) 1¢-0
Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%) . '
C“"“’K O\)‘?P‘rt\ C&")'\’WEN‘* M’k- ﬁ‘L&J‘t; hd
Mot cent. boddo, wox bty J1 P
0 Wiy ;:) / ’ v

GCod L & ,
Score Z‘g 30 4—

(0-100)

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)

Goe A . V“\‘J’T jtrn«:.; N . -~ Ch')\” /f:‘)

€S

Gead +
Score 7€ AR i
(0-100)

6.8 (0-100) Ranking D

Total Score




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: _<//O [ /77%/ /4* / \/ﬁ

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ?A/{C/

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

\/Q)QV 600}
Vo [ 977 =T LN  Sotenesdh,

Score / /O
(0-100) <

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications {40%)

J/gmészf ¢ ,>c4r\ﬁm‘mco, 961 wﬂfgvxﬂnﬂ\

Score 40 3 5

(0-100)

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)

R G007

Score O 2 é

(0- 100) =

47

Total Score (0-100) Ranking




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: /ié <

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: IA/)&

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

//’0 m/sw Tzt (1p)

or(-8)

) XS
o (0-100) ) 7

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
LolS _DF, zxpiRELsme . o100 DESTEN Badh!

Sl 7 /)
el of Wl /o i lmncs Rom s o = Gl 6l

b m“’f( 1 o~ <o Mia~"!
S IO ’
core 5-100) 3 /é

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)

Score —(":(0_1209)//3_5/

Total Score (0-100) Ranking




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass
s b
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: 22/ /ff(’o LK

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: //{%L

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings v
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 -69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

ejjf/\, <,!\¢néfw\3 on P éoﬂ }W\UJKA i /?@mduw ({’}3‘;@5&4&% 2y

MO YN

S /oD
core D, 9\@

Criteria; Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)

Norsu ppaf scfamends IS Sl Usmg.
ﬂﬂ‘g/ﬂﬂfﬂ fxuj}ﬁ ifiﬁfﬁwn w@ﬁ"nm ?m‘?‘ﬁi—

Virf &oopontute, oo 10N DWarvs. S izl G
Score __Z;D 2 7,

(0-100)

Criteria; Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)

Q/WW oin donren lnadd

Score_ GO R b
(0-100) '

- Total Score (0-100) Ranking




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: %{ /)@/; '{ZZ

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /M —

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

oK STHTE MeMT

Score _ Qo0 R
(0-100)
Cnterla Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
Lo M_C’/A{\(] anonoll o tsa
Py, /Qm’i thﬂ%m

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)

Ora)
e

- Total Score (0-100) Rénking




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: 4/ (

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ZA( {L/

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

oy  Geel)

Score __\0D) ;l o

(0-100)
Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)

ZtglA Tp ANE ILTe NI 00T 1o HucH
Oty e e

Score _ Z) &)
(0-100)
Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)
~_ 1/
G000/ ViR Y 00 1)
Score Jp°

(0-100)

Total Score (0-100) Ranking




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: __ 5 ounl Ao éa«émufm

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ° [ DD %4%

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria; Financial Qualifications (20%)

No grdec V?fg"’\’ﬂ ﬂMlc/meﬂ ] Lase W enty . f«u‘cv\cf,z(
§thz/mwws ! ‘

Score @&y 1
(0-100)

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
Qacd UArien ‘o 7808t ). Mc«..‘q N\mglx Eidvuag FrIIEEND

(medzU\y -k ,’.,wl%rvu\ B - dat od &'Jé ON A~ sy

Score Q40
(0-100)

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)
@“ Gh‘c’ol TW‘ lnC( ""\J'\( 5;"’“’(""“ DrLM( 0\"4 NAMM - S‘YM--(

L7eT¥Fcr MM e en . Coed Az

Score @5~
(0-100)

Total Score “%1.% (0-100) Ranking |




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL GOMPANY NAME: __~Je{bvo /V#ﬁ

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ % £ shee

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)

F\MM&:'Z‘/ Pfo\f\&d' 6@\,..1-1,“5 G&yﬂeL:’(’\”“’] .(arc\/M',
€WMLM oyt ¥t &Mwnurm»ll proiided I .

Score &1 = ,
(0-100)

Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
edoncion Voot enperiimoz inehdin g 0,6 Continmw
Geabey od a0 vidaes (e ) @La,m?wﬂwlnn Lo
WVer| a0 s Ayl Ul A Y Porazipesimo b 2oy oh 4 f\J%u

ch‘?fu\'r-f v QA’u‘ eren ;fe\,ae—[fh- ™ AR ErIEeT

Score & A

(0-100)

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)
¢leer ors o an«:Srw\.\a\ AP UneA D Mg pageer,  bood Aproki
Q@ BC 7 fofrwnd prr  gpf Ry Aere— amnbes

Score &Y%

(0-100)

Total Score 59 A (0-100) Ranking __Z~




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: __ L2ieive

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: "Dz ﬁc;mv

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qua!ifications (20%)

Srdtrnins WA b aE Pas E\d ety bes hﬂ"f‘*‘l&vr’
.ﬁfeszg/r Do\ G&J&c\*\‘v\’ /‘&c\“ua i~ ?&d 4

r Aefiloed o o
4«»@1 ad  dssoeahe  \ 5o ww eaenbi\d, & (CroTer.
N Gao—ofzlS é"'fOﬂM Store _ %% 17
(0-100)
Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%) ,
Severe\  Frel\ éf»MM Liked  No  ,doter ¢ (8 4(“_4\-0‘/%’

o A gropt or Mecphgre o _ade  fra AT

Score &5 34

(0-100)

Criteria: Organization and Management Qualifications (40%)
@,\.Mr Nc:,:\/\\’?c\r‘\q & TRa el é:-wdn( Lupasifenm Cpe

B e \(’t’—aﬂl v X2l ML—\LJ

Score &S5 24
(0-100)

Total Score B (0-100) Ranking .2




DB-608-04/AJR —Lake Mary Pedestrian Overpass

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: ,Me'ﬂﬂ”’sw Qesins 617td Toee—
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _ 122 ,ﬁ%m

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to Support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 —- 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Dz,J g‘é Ban

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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Srth igu_,\p{// DeM P

Vi SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME:

/ QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ K- [Mefen s

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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Score 78
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Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Tonlrasll /(0% A

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ V¥ (el &7
N ¥

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUGTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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Score gg '
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Criteria; Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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, - _ (0-100)
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QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: )\4 (Yw {pM

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, cut-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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suBMITTAL comMPANY NaME:  We llavo // /4B

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: e qig,,»f"

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, ‘Cost/Time Savings

80— 88 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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‘K‘ (N ye 7
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QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90~ 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings :

80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: W ELE e / v ALK
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ___ A2/ 4 YA/

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: _ £26)01'E [wnviciie @Mﬂ?m/y
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: A A

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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TP L2 %/W fm/ffy /mw/am/v\(
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Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: FnFrec/
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 4 VAL Y

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your

assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80-89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60-69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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Criteria: Design and Construction Experience Qualifications (40%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: __ o5 2177 bl (817 )/M//_}ﬁ/;/, z/¢E,

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90-100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: M/)//]//éff//v/ /,/?M//p////ﬂﬂ/zm

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: LA _F YA

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications {20%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: ﬁ/i? ﬁmé/c ([/05;3\(

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: éﬂo?//} ﬁjékwmw\

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /7’0“27 Jphasen

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 -69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: g&;fj Tohnson

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: el bro / VH 53

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: é’mﬁ Tabrnse n

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 64/&1 Jobinso

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Criteria: Financial Qualifications (20%)
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B. Update on Lake Mary Boulevard Pedestrian Overpass — Jerry
McCollum, Seminole County

Jerry McCollum of Seminole County came forward. He introduced Allen Ayash,
Program Manager for the overpass project.

Mr. McCollum said in the 2001 S econd G eneration Sales Tax we funded four
different pedestrian overpasses in Seminole County that are “non-trail” related.
We are looking at design build on all of these structures. The first we are looking
at constructing is at Lake Mary Boulevard. We have worked with the City and the
School Board looking at the proper siting and trying to work out the technical
details up front.

Mr. McCollum said they recently received three final proposals for what the
pedestrian overpass looked like. There is criteria established, there are certain
points assigned to the highest price and the lowest price, and there is quite a bit
of latitude when we look at it from a technical proposal in terms of if the structure
is going to be a maintenance problem, does it aesthetically fit within the area,
schedules, etc. The Board of County Commissioners has the final decision on
everything. When this goes to the Board the second Tuesday in April, he wanted
to be able to convey to the Board any recommendations the City of Lake Mary
may have. We are here tonight to get input from the City Commission.

Mr. McCollum said their technical committee met yesterday and looked at three
proposals. He showed a rendering that was ranked No. 1 from a technical
proposal. It is a concrete structure with an arch type design. It would have the
typical chain link type enclosure. It would have a clear span and would tie down
by the pond area at the school. It is a very contemporary structure. Their
proposal was $2.9 million, and the design engineer and consultant said they
could build this within six months.

Mayor Greene asked if this was like the overpass over I-4 and the trail. Mr.
McCollum said the one over -4 was more of a suspension type. This is precast
concrete with an aluminum cage inside. It does not have the finish or the look of
the one over |-4.

Commissioner Brender asked if they took into account that this bridge’s primary
use is going to be by elementary school children. Mr. McCollum answered
affirmatively. He said they directed the three people who made the final
submittals to talk to the school and City staff and they have done that.

Commissioner Brender asked Mr. McCollum if he was okay with the standard
chain link size enclosure. Mr. McCollum said this was their proposal. There are
other proposals that the Commission would see. This is an interesting design but
in terms of the construction component, it is pretty much standard.



Commissioner Duryea said regardless of what kind of structure is built, the end
points require certain run outs. Considering the two corners that this is going to
be on, it doesn’'t seem like there is enough there to bite into. Mr. McCollum said
on this structure at the ends, it is not quite as massive as it looks and it will fit into
those corners with a minimal amount of destruction to trees. There is a little bit of
fill where the ponds are but this structure will fit in there.

Mr. McCollum showed a rendering of the second structure. This structure was
within about one point ranking of the first one. This is a Mediterranean type motif
with a welded mesh fabric that is less intrusive than the chain link. It has a
galvanized roof and has an outlook over the ponds on either side. This structure
is $3.9 million. It has an architectural finish and precast panels. There are a lot
of issues they have addressed in terms of maintenance. The rails are a wrought
iron type fence. They were very specific in their proposal about being sure there
was no problem with children coming across on this structure.

Commissioner Duryea asked if the bridge over 1-4 was about $3 million. Mr.
McCollum said that ended up to about $3.5 million. Commissioner Duryea said
this is nowhere near the construction complexity of that. Mr. McCollum said this
has a more complex architectural finish plus the bridge over |-4 was built about
four years ago and concrete and steel has gone up substantially. If you had bid
this out three years ago, he would guess it would come in at $3 million as
opposed to $3.9 million.

Mr. Litton asked the construction time. Mr. McCollum said about 15 months.

Mayor Greene asked how high the panels on the bottom were. Mr. McCollum
said normally you would maintain a 20-foot clearance off the roadway. Mayor
Greene asked how high the panels would be to the mesh. Mr. McCollum said 4
foot, plus or minus.

Mayor Greene said the other one was all chain link. Mr. McCollum answered
affirmatively. He showed a shot of the inside of the rendering of the first
structure.

Mayor Greene said he had a problem with the wire mesh going down to the floor.
That gives people the opportunity to get liquids onto the cars.

Mr. McCollum showed a rendering of the third structure that came in at $3.5
million. This one will have a mesh top but would not have a rooftop. While the
others tied in around the corners where the trees and lakes are, this one runs
along Lake Mary Boulevard in a ramp-type configuration. It will have the typical
columns with the brick fagade and structural steel. You will have the typical chain
link fence that would be dark green or black.



Mr. McCollum said the final decision will be made by the Board of County
Commissioners. They take input from the tech committee and since this would
be sitting in front of city hall, it is extremely important to receive any input the City
Commission may have. We are going to our board the second Tuesday in April
with a final recommendation. It would be helpful if prior to that we could get
something from the City from Mr. Litton based on the comments the Commission
may provide to him or whatever you would like to do to advise our
commissioners.

Mayor Greene asked if they had ever come up with a name for the official
architecture for the downtown. Mr. Omana said they called it Italianate-
Mediterranean. Mayor Greene said speaking for himself, he would think the
Mediterranean would fit in with the downtown redevelopment plan more closely
than the other two.

Commissioner Brender said he agreed and the other thing he liked about the
second one was the roof. He said he didn’t know the exact distance but for a lot
of little feet it's a good way to go. On a rainy day that's going to make a
difference.

Mr. McCollum said statistically in Florida, one out of three days it rains so there
would be over a hundred days of rain. That has the opportunity to protect you as
you go through there.

Commissioner Duryea said he would rather have a structure that architecturally
says something rather than the modemistic St. Louis arch. He expressed
concern about security. If this is open, the only light that comes in is through the
side so on a dreary day or in the dark, this is a security issue. He said he didn’t
think they wanted to put lights up there because it would be counterproductive.
He suggested that the columns that hold up the roof be designed in the same
fashion as city hall. The issue with light within the structure itself is a concern.

Commissioner Brender said if that rail where the bottom of the cage is at is four
feet, probably better than 40% of the kids at that elementary school wouldn’t be
able to see over the top of it. Mr. McCollum interjected that he was just guessing
four foot by looking at the architectural rendering. Commissioner Brender said
that would be a consideration. From the standpoint of allowing police officers to
look into it, he suggested maybe lowering the walled portion.

Commissioner Duryea said then there would be a structural problem.

Mr. McCollum said this is the design they came forth with. It's something we can
ask but it would be very difficult to change it because structurally you have
changed how it goes together. Whatever comments the Commission has, before
we finalize the contract with whatever firm we do select we can ask them to
address that issue.



Commissioner MclLean said he agreed with trying to keep the motif in uniform
with what we are trying to do with downtown and perhaps we could use those
pillars to mimic what we’'ve done with our city hall renovation. T his p articular
overpass is going to be different than most because the majority of the time it will
be used by elementary school aged children. It looks like we’ve got a cover while
they're going over Lake Mary Boulevard but that run out, other than a small
fencing, | didn’t see anything in any of the proposals that had a covering there.
Knowing children of that age, it concerns me that you are getting close to 20 feet
off the ground with just a small fence between them and the ground. He asked if
there was any discussion about protection as they ramped up.

Mr. M cCollum s aid these are wrought iron rails and are d esigned to meet the
criteria where you have school children in that area.

Commissioner McLean said personally he didn’t know if he was comfortable with
that. He said his daughter is now in sixth grade but if she were in fourth grade,
he wouldn’t be excited about her walking up that ramp.

Commissioner Duryea said the area seems to be going around the structure. It
is somewhat closed in but not closed in as far as rain goes.

Mr. McCollum said when you come off the structure, it jogs out and back and
then back down, but it's not covered.

Commissioner McLean said what concerned him was that has got to be a good
15 feet off the ground and all that's between students and the ground is a fence
of about four feet high. Kids of that age like to be adventurous and maybe do
some things they shouldn't. He expressed concern when we are getting that
ramp up to a certain height that we should have protection over and above that to
eliminate the possibility. It would be different if the majority of the people using
the overpass wouldn’t be students of that age.

Mr. McCollum said he believed it was over four foot but even if it was six foot,
having five kids and eight grandkids of his own, he knew how they are. We are
trying to give it that open look but those are good comments. As we sit down to
finalize with whoever is selected, maybe there is a better way to address that and
maybe alleviate some of those concerns.

Deputy Mayor Jernigan said she hated these things but if they had to do one it
had to fit in with what we have. The primary concern is safety and could see the
same concerns mentioned. Safety has to be paramount. That's also an
opportunity to throw things off and that’s pretty close to the street.



Mayor Greene said a lot of parents are involved in watching their children cross
and hoped they would continue to be involved in this type of structure to make
sure their children get across safely. We will continue to have crossing guards.

Commissioner Brender said maybe the school could post one of the teachers.
We haven’t had a problem with the bridge over -4 with things being tossed off.
This would be different clientele but there would always be adult supervision.

Deputy Mayor Jernigan said her main concerns are the safety of the children and
the safety of the automobiles going underneath it.

Mr. Litton said I-4 is definitely a destination; you’ve got to want to go there.

Mr. McCollum said because of the Cross Seminole Trail and getting that
connected from Orange County to Lake County real soon, we are looking at
another pedestrian crossing at Rinehart Road and Lake Mary Boulevard. We are
asking whoever is selected to allow us to use their design because there may be
some logic to have a gateway entry on the east side of the city where would you
want a mirror image on the western part. We have the contract structured so
whoever is selected, we can take that design and put it out under the same
design build concept. In theory we should be able to save some money because
we would have the design done, which would run 10% to 15% of the cost.

Mr. Litton asked if there were any limitations on when the construction would take
place. He asked if it would be done during the day. Mr. McCollum said a lot of
this is precast and cast in place so you do not have a lot of pile driving. They are
going to pour shallow foundations and you erect it that way. Any time you are
doing major type beam work, you normally do that at night. All the proposals
were very sensitive to the school’s operating hours. You will not have someone
out there erecting a beam or pouring concrete with children trying to get out of
school. That would be an attractive nuisance. He said there may be a couple of
pile drivings but that would be done during the day.

Mr. Litton asked the construction time on the third proposal. Mr. McCollum said
16 or 17 months.

Mr. McCollum said he believed the second option was the preference and there
has to be heightened sensitivity to the school issues, especially where we have
open areas. We can work with the contractor on that.



